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1 1. An ExtraSi of two Letters , from Dr. John 
Wallis , ( Profeffor of Geometry in Oxford. ) 
The One to his Grace the Lord Jrch-Bijhop of 
Canterbury. The Other to the Lord Biflwp of 
Worcelter. 

Concerning the Alteration ( fuggefted ) of the Julian 

account for the Gregorian. 
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FOR 

The mofi Reverend Father in God , Thomas 
Lord Jrch-Bifhop of Canterbury, his 
Grace at Lambeth. 

Oxford June 13. 1699. 

May it pleafi your Grace , 

AS to what your Grace mentions (iritheclofe of 
your Letter which I had the honour to receive } 
about altering the Annual Stile. I am at a lofs 
what to fay. That there is , in our Eeclefiaftkal Com- 
putation of the Pafchal Tables , fomewhat of Diforder, 
is not to be deny'd. But I am very doubtful , that, if 
we go to alter that, it will be attended with greater 
Mifchief, than the prefent Inconvenience. It. is dan- 
gerous removing the Old Land-marks. HLo,kw ivxttpvew 
iwqnw. A thing (of moment; when once fettled 
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( though with (ortit Inconvenience ) fliould not be 
rafhly altered. Such changes may have a further profpeft 
than Men at firft fight are aware of > and may beat- 
tended with thofe Evils which are not prefently ap- 
prehended. 

In the bufinefs of Geography v upon removing the Fk/l~ 
Meridian ( upon (orne plaufible pretence) from where 
Vtolomy had plac'd it (though a thing at firft purely 
arbitrary) it is now come to pafs 5 that we have (in 
a manner) no F irfi* Meridian ^ at all-, that is 5 none 
Fixed o but every New Map-mafeer placeih his Firft- 
Meridian where he pJeafeth t which hath brought a 
great Confufion in Geography, 

And, as to the point in queftion, the Difbrder in the 
Pafchal Tables v/as a thing noted, and complained of 
for three or four hundred years 7 before Pope Gregory 
did (unhappily) attempt the Correction of the Ca- 
lendar* But it was,, all that time, thought advifeable, 
rather to fuffer that Inco&venrefice, than, by eorre&ing 
it, to run the hazard of a greater Mifefoief. 

And it had been much better , if it had fo continued 
to this Day , rather than Pope Gregory ( upon his own 
fingle Authority ) fliould take upon him to impofe a Law 
on all the Churches ft Kingdoms and States of Christen- 
dom , to alter both their Ecelefiafthal and CivH year, 
for a worfe form > than what before we had. 

Or if merely upon account of the Pafthd Takks 
C for he made no other pretence ) it were thought ne- 
ccflary to make a Change 5 he might have corrq&ed 
the Pafchal Tables (or given us. New Pafchal Tables 
inftead of thofe of Hknyftm y ) withotit altering the 
Civil year. Which hath introduced the confufioa 
(which we now complain af ) of the Old and New 
Stile. And which now can never be remedied $ uofefs 
all Nations fliould 5 at once % agree upon one h which 
k not to be fuppofed. 
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I fay, dt once * for if fome fooner arid feme later do 
alter their Stile, the Confufion (in Hiftory) will yet 
be greater than now it is. 

'Tis true , that upon pretence of the Popes ( ufur- 
ped ) Supremacy in Spirituals ( and in Temporals alfb in 
order to Spirituals ) moft Popiflh Countries (but 1 think, 
not all) have fubmitted their Civil year (as well as 
their Ecclefiaftical ) to the fingle Authority of the Pope's 
Bull. 

But your Grace knows very well, that the Church 
of England had ( long before this pretended Corre&iort > 
Renounced the Pofe's Supremacy 5 and ( that being Pap- 
pofed ) there is no pretence for the Pope pi Rome^ 
Impofing a Law on the Church and Kingdom of En- 
gUnd, to change our Ecclefiaftical and Civil year . more 
than , in Us , for that in Rome. 

And 5 upon this account, the Church and Kingdom 
of England, did at firftnot admit of that change, and 
have hitherto retained our Old Conftitution of the 7«- 
Uan year ; notwithftanding the Pope^s { pretended ) 
Supremacy $ and I fee not why we ihould now admit it, 
after having lb long renounced it. 

And really , though it may not yet appear and be 
owned above board $ and 3 thofe wlio now prefs 
for an alteration , be not aware of it , and be far from 
any Popifh defign , I cannot but think there is, at 
bottom, a latent Popifh intereft, which { under other 
fpecious pretences ) fets it on foot 5 in order to obtain 
(in pra&ife) a kind qf tacit fubmiffiori to the Pope's 
Supremacy , or owning his Authority* And though 
they be fo wife as to fay nothing of it at prefent (for the 
Bait is defigned to Hide the hook till the Fifti be caught, ) 
they will pleafe themfelves to have gainM de fafh^ 
what in words we difclaim. Fcr there is nothing but 
the Pop's Bull , which (hould induce the Change of the 
{Civil) Julian year ( which is much better) for the 

F f f 2 New 



E 34<? ] 

Hew Gregorian* For the Equinox going backward, (for 
10 or ii Minutes each year,) is very inconfiderable, 
and which in Celeftial Computations, is eafily reftified $ 
as are many other inequalities of much greater con- 
cernment. 

And I think it was netfer pretended that the civil 
year muft needs agree (exadly to a minute) with the 
CelefiiaL And, if never To much affedied 5 is impoffi- 
ble to be had ; For the Solar year and the sidereal 
year, differ more from each other , than the Julian from 
either, which is a midlde betwixt them. 

And the Seat of Eafter ( which only concerns the 
Ecclefiaftica! not the Civil year) may eafily be re&ified, 
if need be 5 without affe&ing the Civil year at all. 

Or , if not redified 3 the Celebration of Eafter a 
Week or Month fooner or later, doth not influence 
at all our folemn Commemoration of Chrift's Refur- 
re&ion. 

And 'tisagreedby moft (if not all) Chronologers, that 
as to the Year of our Lord, the Annm Vulgaris is ndt 
the Annus verus (though k be not agreed how much 
it differs :) But it would be a horrible Confufion in Hi- 
ftory, if we fhould now go about to alter the Vulgar 
Account. 

All the pretence that I can underftand for altering our 
Stile 5 is only, that in fo doing we fhould agree with fome 
of our Neighbours with whom we now differ: But it 
will then be as true, that we fhall differ from others with 
whom we do now agree. We fliould agree with France y 
but differ from Scotland (which, as tous r is more con- 
fiderabie) and with all others who yet follow the old 
Stile, 

If it be faid 5 that they, in timej may come fo to do 
by our Example* This would but make the Confufion 
yet the greater* For then we muft be obliged, not 

only 
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tfnly to know what places do ufe the new Stile s bur, 
from what time they began fo to do, if we would un- 
derftarid their Dates. 

And> if we ihoiild, by a new Law alter our Stile in 
England ; this would not coraprife Scotland: And we 
cannot promife our felvfis that they would prefently 
comply alfo. For (according to the prefent Conftitu- 
tion of that Church) they are not fo pliable to com- 
ply with the Modes of Rome as fome in England are. 

And the bufinefs ofEaBer (which hasthefole pre- 
tence of the firft alteration) would, to them, fignifie 
nothing ; Who (according to their Conftitution) ob~ 
ferve no Eafterzt all, but do rather declare agaiuft it. 

And when all is done, there will ftill be a neceffi- 
ty of keeping up the diftin&ion of old Stile and new 
Stile (which Pope Gregory's pretended Corredionhath 
made neceffaryO and with that diftindtion things may 
be now as well adjufted, as if we fliould now change 
our Stile. 

I forbear todifcourfe at large (that I be not" too te- 
dious) how much a better Conftitution the Julian 
Year is> and more advifable> than the new Gregorian* 
Which is a thing fo notorious, that no Aftronomer, 
( who underftands the Methods of Agronomical calcu- 
lations) though aPapift, can be ignorant of; howe- 
ver they may pleafe to diflemble it. Infomuch that (in 
their Aftronomical Calculations/ they are fain firft to 
adjuft their Calculations to the Julian Year, and thence 
transfer them to their New Gregorian* 

And confequently how unreasonable it is for us to 
exchange our better Julian Year for one that is fo 
much worfe. 

It would be much more reafonable (fave that they 
will never be induced to part w 7 ith ought, which may 
favour their Ufurpation, how abfurd faever,), that the 
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Fajpifts (howH qm their new Gregorian, and return to 
their old Julian Year, 

But I forbear to enlarge on this, (and many other 
things which might be alledg'd*J and humbly beg 
your Graces Pardon for having already given you the 
trouble of too long a Letter. And am* 



My L&rd 9 



Tour Graces very hnmbk 
and obedient Servant 

John Wallis. 
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A POSTSCRIPT 

To he added to a former Letter to the Lord Jrchhifhop 

of Canterbury. 

Poft feript, Aug. 31. 1699. 

F what Mr. Lock bath done in this matter, I know 
nothing but from your Graces Letter of Aug. 2 7. 
1699 It feems he advife-s* that, for Eleven Leap-years, we 
ihould omit the Intercalation of Febr. 29* and thence* 
forth go on with the Gregorian Account; The iafl: of 
which 11 Leap-years (hould be 1744. But, if we be- 
gin in th« Change (as it is fuggefted] at the Year 1700. 
thelaft of thole Eleven Leap-years mufi be 1740. not 
i 744. This 
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This Expedient is the fame that was (during our 
Civil- wars) fuggeftedly thofe then at Oxford in the 
Year 1645. viz. That, From thence forward, we fhould 
omit tm fuch Intercalations. 

Againft which there feems to me this great Obje 
<5iion. 

In the time of % Julius and Augu(fus C£J*r<> there was a 
Year which was called Annus confronts : Upon the fet- 
tling, unfettling, and refettling the Julian Year. (Of 
which Kepler gives an Account, with the Mifchiefsof 
it, in his TabuU Rudolphina y with the Title Tyfus An* 
ni confronts,) And the like in the Year 1582, when 
Pope Gregory did at once ftrike out Ten Days of that 
Year. 

But, if this Advice fhould take place 5 we fhould now, 
inftead of one Annus confufionis^ have a Confujion for 
Four and Forty Years together, wherein we fhould agree 
neither with the Old nor with the New Account. But 
be fometimes 10 Days, fometimes 9 Days, fometimes 
8 Days, (and fo forth; later than the One, and fboner 
than the other account* And a Forreigner would not 
be able to judge of an EnglifhDate, without knowing 
in which of thefe Years, we vary io, 9, or 8 Days fand 
fo forth) from either of thefe Accounts. And this^ 
for 44 Years together. Which feems to me a much 
greater Confufion, then if (as in 1582; we fhould 
(once for ail,) caftoutu Days, But I cannot think it 
advifable to do either. 
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FOR 

The Eight Reverend Father in God William 

Lord Bijhof of Worcefter at Whitehall. 

Oxford June 30. 1699. 

M&y it p/eafe your Lordjbip y 

N a late Letter which I had the honour to receive 
from my Lotd Arehbifhop's Grace of Canterbury, 
His Grace was pleafed to intimate, as a thing now under 
Confederation, about changing the Stile of our Civil 



1 ear. 



It may perhaps be prefumption in me to interpofe 
my thoughts with your Lordfliip in aBudnefs of that 
Nature. But I muft needs think it a tender point to 
touch upon : and which, if we attempt it, may be at- 
tended with greater Mifchiefs, than we may at firft be 
aware of. I adventured to fay fomewhat to that pur- 
pofe.in a Letter to his Grace : But more may be faicL 

That the difference of Stiles doth create fome Confu- 
fion in Hiftory is not to be denyed. (And 'tis very un- 
happy that Pope Gregory XIII. did in the laft Century 
attempt it-) But it is now unavoidable and cannot be 
remedied* 

For 'tis not England only, that ufeth the Julian Year. 
But all the Three Kingdoms of England^ Scotland^ and 
Ireland 3 and all our Foreign Plantations , which are not 
a few ; and the two Kingdoms of Denmark and Sm« 
denh the Proteftant Cantons of Switzerland ; and Four 
of the Seven united Provinces $ and how many more of 
the Proteftants in Germany I cannot prefently, fay* 
And if wefhould now change our Stile in compliance 
with fbme of our Popifh Neighbours from whom we 
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differ $ we ihould then vary from the Protectants witk 
whom we now agree* 

And particularly from StttUnh (with whom w« 
are more concerned to agree than with France.) For 
we are not to prefume that they will prefently change 
at the fame time with us. Tis happy that they did 
comply with us in the late Revolution •$ (to be under 
the fame King with us:) We cannot prefume they 
will be fo fond of Compliance in all the Mtdes of 
Rome : % As is very evident in their not admitting Eft- 
fctpac?) nor the Obfervation of Eafter .5 ( which latter 
was the only pretence of firft introducing the Gregorian 
Tear* ) 

So that there will ftill be as great neceffity of SV, 
andSN. (Old Stile and New Stile ) as now there is, 
(mtfaut which xnq fliallbe at a lofs, in Hiftory to judge 
4iftiu&ty of Dates 5 and, with it, we are now as cafy 
as if we change. ) 

If it be faid , that other Proteftants may , in time, 
be induced to follow our Example ; Perhaps fome may 
( not all : ) But this would but make the confufion yet 
greater: For thenceforth , we muft be obliged (if we 
would be at a certainty in Hiftory ) not only to know 
what Countries do ufe this or that Stile 5 but, homwhat 
time they began fo to do. 

It would be much more ad vi fable (if the Papifts would 
be as compliant as they would have us to be ) for the Pa* 
piCls to return to their OU J T dhn Year, than for us to em- 
brace their New Gregorian. And, it might much eaficr 
be effedted * For , if the Pope could be perfuaded to 
grant a Bull to that pmrpofe 5 all the Papifts would, at 
once, be as much obliged fo to do, as by Pope Gre- 
gorys Bull to vary from it. If it be faid $ there is no 
hopes of that 5 Then the Argument Hands : If the Pope 
will not leave his pretended Supremacy D then we 
muft admit it. 
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That the Julian Year is , in it felf, a better form, 
and more advifable , than the New Gregorian , is un- 
deniable 3 and 5 all Afttonomers, even Papifts them- 
felves (ifnototherwife Bigoted in favour of the Pope's 
Supremacy, and the Infallibility of the Roman Church) 
cannot but know it : Infomuch 5 that in many cafes 
they are fain (or find it advifable ) firft to Adjuft their 
Calculations to the Julian Year, and thence transfer 
them to the Gregorian. 

And there is no Inducement for our changing our 
Better Year 9 for a Worfe, but enly in compliance 
with the Pope's pretended supremacy, not only over all 
Churches and Kingdoms > but even the Celeftial 
Motions 5 ( as Pope Gregory > in his Bull D doth wifely 
pretend. ) 

Now 'tis well known , that, long before Pope Gre* 
norys Bull, Englandhzd renounced the Pope*s Supremacy 
{ and are therefore unconcerned in that Bull $ ) and I 
fee 00 reafon why ( after fo long a Difclaimer ) we 
ihould be now fond to readmit it. But what greater 
Evidence ( of owning that Authority ) can (in pra&ice) 
be expe&ed, than obeying their Commands, in things 
( otherwife ) unadvifable < Hoc ithacus vela , & magna 
mercentur Atrida. And no doubt but the hand of Joah 
Is in thg" matter y though perhaps we do not fee it. 

As to our felves 5 this cannot be done , without 
altering the A$ of Uniformity ^ and altering the Common- 
Prayer Book • ( For, at ieaft , all the Calendar muft be 
new framed : J And your Lordfliip knows how warm 
fomewere a while fince, againft touching that in the 
Jeaft, for lb much as confidering ^on the King's 
Commiffion for that purpofe, ) whether ought in it 
might be changed for the better. 

If yet your Lordihip think it neceffary , that the Seat 
&f E&fter (hould be redlify'd 5 that may eafily be done 3 
without altering the Civil Year : For if, in the Rule for 
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Softer, inftead of faying next after the One and Twentieth 
$f March 9 you fay , next after the Vernal Equinox . the 
work is done. ( And we might be excufed the trouble 
of Pafchal Tables . and the intricate Perplexities of the 
Gregorian Epafls.) For then every Almanack will tell 
you , when it is Equinox 7 and when it is Full Moon, 
For the prefent year , (without disturbing the Civil 
Account ) And this Pope Gregory might as well have 
done, without troubling the Account of Chriftendom. 

But, if he would needs difturb the Civil Year*? He 
fliould have rectified it ( not to the time of the Nieene 
Council^ but ) to the time of our Saviour s Birth. For 
our Epocha is not from the Nieene Council, but from the 
Birth of chrift. We do not fay 5 Ann* Niceni Concilii * 
but Anno Domini. And moft certain it is, that, at our 
Saviour's Birth 9 the Vernal Equinox % was not on the 
One and Twentieth of March , (as this New Account 
would fuppofe, ) but nearer to the Five md Twentieth. 
It is alledged as an Argument, why Now to change, 
becaufe the difference, which this Year is but Ten Days, 
will next Year be Eleven Days. 

But, My Lord, we muft be very weak Difputants, to 
be caught by fuch a Fallacy, ( which is barely begging 
the Queftion. ) The Point in Queftion, is not why Now * 
but why at all. It is not We that have departed from 
them 5 but They from Us. The Julian Year was their 
Year, as well as Ours, till the year 1582* when a 
Fancy took Pope Gregory to Exchange a Better year 
for a Worfe, and difturb the Chriftian World/ And 
then the Argument { if it lignifie any thing) (lands 
thus ; The farther they he gone aftray $ the more 
reajon there is that we fhould follow them. I fhould rather 
argue , The more Reafon there u why They fhould return 
(to that from whence they went aftray.J we are as 
we were , (and as They were till that time. ) And the 
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mzfon why we. did not f£** change, remains ftill good 
why we mould not make tkat change , tt dl. 

If this Point had been ftarted in our late King James's 
time 5 I defirc your LordfMp to confider , with what 
Face it would nave looked. And, if the Mask be taken 
#ff ,. the Face is ft ill the fame. 

1 findj it was ftarted in the time of our Civil Wars 
( iboiit the year 1644) by thofe about the King, whei* 
Oxford was the King's Head-Quarters $ but the proje<5l 
did not rfteh fucceed 5 by reafon that the King's Party 
( iri that conteft ) were not revalenf. And your Lord- 
Jhip knows very Well 3 how much it was to the preju- 
dice of the Kings Caufe, that thofe on the other fide 
would fuppofehimtobetoomuch influenced byPopifh 
Councils 5 of which this was a great Inftance. 

And no doubt they will be as ready to puft it forward, 
(up&ii any the Ictfft pretence J whenever they find us 
foft enough to receive the impreffion. Not perhaps 
inciter the names of J*//** and Gregorian^ ( for the word 
'Sftgmin fpeafcs too platn^) but (under the fof ter 
terms-) of Old and New stile. 

Ofcherwife , fo ffliith weight would not be laid tippn 
ft> flight i prettnee. For the Addition of old stile or 
New stilt 'Will cettainly determine the difference ol 
Mliven Days in the next Century, as of Ten in this , if 
nodbifigdte were in the wind. We ha ve been too often 
caught in fuch Snares. 

I forbear to fay more { though more might be faid ) 
itiat I may not too much, prefume on your Lordihip's* 
Ikilure. But am, 



V 



Lord ^ 

Tmr Lerdftjifs very humble 

Servant ", 

John Wallis* 



